Background. The data on long-term outcomes for elderly patients with coronary artery disease who undergo invasive treatment is limited. This study aimed to assess long-term outcomes and risk factors for patients over 80 years of age who underwent revascularisation.
INTRODUCTION
As the population ages, more people with significant coronary artery disease are hospitalized and require revascularisation. During the last nine years, the relative population share of elderly people has increased by 66.6% (1) . Coronary artery disease (CAD) is among the most prevalent health diseases worldwide. It is a result of an accumulation of atherosclerotic plaques within the walls of coronary arteries leading to the narrowing of blood vessels, heart failure, angina pectoris, and myocardial infarction (MI). CAD is the leading and the most common cause of morbidity and mortality worldwide (2) . The CAD increase is partly due to population growth and high prevalence of risk factors such as smoking, obesity, and increased cholesterol levels (3) . In 2015, the main cause of death for people over 80 years of age in Lithuania was coronary artery disease (total 52%) (4) . Coronary artery bypass grafting (CABG) and the percutaneous coronary intervention (PCI) are both used for myocardial revascularization in patients with CAD with an indication for revascularization. A large number of studies have compared and reported the outcomes of CABG and PCI (5) . However, they mainly focused on populations under 75 years of age, leaving a lack of information related to octogenarians. Such research is crucial, because this age group may have unique clinical characteristics that are associated with a greater risk of postoperative complications. Moreover, the number of older patients who undergo these procedures will increase as the population ages. We performed a single-centre retrospective study with the aim to compare the outcomes of PCI and CABG in octogenarians with CAD.
METHODS

Study population
This was an observational retrospective study. The patient data was collected from a clinical database at Vilnius University Hospital Santaros Klinikos (Lithuania, Vilnius). Study-eligible patients (≥80 years old) with percutaneous coronary artery intervention (PCI) or coronary artery bypass grafting (CABG) performed between January 2012 and December 2014 were enrolled. Patients without significant stenosis of the left main coronary artery and/or without ≥2 coronary vessel disease were excluded. Significant stenosis of the left main coronary artery disease was defined as stenosis ≥50%, whereas coronary vessel disease was defined as stenosis ≥70%. The details of coronary artery lesions were collected by analysing angiography results. A total of 411 patients were analysed (PCI, n = 369; CABG, n = 42).
Design overview
The decision to perform PCI or CABG depended on the physician's opinion, patient comorbidities, and preference of the heart team. All patients provided consent for the procedure. The patients who underwent revascularization procedure were divided into two groups: PCI and CABG. Baseline patient characteristics, including demographics, comorbidities, hospital mortality rates and survival rates after follow-up were analysed and compared between the groups.
Outcomes and follow-up
The patients were followed up to evaluate longterm mortality. All-cause mortality and secondary emergency revascularizations (PCI or CABG) after a medium three-year period of the procedure in study population were analyzed. All-cause mortality data was collected from the National Insurance Sick Fund database. Coronary re-interventions, the data on which were obtained from the clinical database of Vilnius University Hospital Santaros Klinikos, were evaluated.
Statistical analysis
Baseline characteristics were described using descriptive statistics. Continuous non-parametric data is presented as medians and interquartile range. Continuous data is compared between the PCI and CABG groups by two-sample t-test. Data normality was tested using the Kolmogorov-Smirnov test before further analysis was done. Categorical variables were summarized by frequencies and percentages, and differences between the two groups were assessed by χ 2 test or Fisher exact test, as appropriate. Univariate and multivariate logistic regression analyses were used to identify long-term mortality risk factors. Statistical analysis of the data was performed using the SPSS statistical software package version 24.0 (IBM/SPSS, Inc., Chicago, IL, USA). A P < 0.05 was considered statistically significant.
RESULTS
Patient population and baseline characteristics
Baseline clinical characteristics are summarized in Table 1 . During the study period, 369 (89.8%) out of 411 patients were treated with PCI and 42 (10.2%) with CABG. Among PCI patients, the most frequent clinical diagnosis was ST-segment elevation myocardial infarction (STEMI) -170 (46.1%), followed by non-ST segment elevation myocardial Table 2 . Patient factors significantly associated with 3-year mortality included age, diabetes mellitus, pulmonary disease, chronic heart failure, cardiogenic shock, atrial fibrillation, and left main coronary artery stenosis in the univariate analysis. Seven variables were included in the final multivariate analysis. Chronic heart failure, cardiogenic shock, atrial fibrillation and left main coronary artery stenosis persisted as predictive factors for 3-year all-cause mortality in the multivariate regression model. PCI -percutaneous coronary intervention; CABG -coronary artery bypass grafting; CHF -chronic heart failure;
MI -myocardial infarction.
DISCUSSION
The treatment of elderly patients with ischemic heart disease is challenging (6) . Elderly patients comprise the fastest growing population segment and more patients aged 80 years and above require CABG or PCI for coronary revascularization than ever before (7). More recently it was reported that the proportion of octogenarians undergoing CABG increased from 1% in 1990 to 6% in 2005 (8) .
Care of elderly patients requires an adequate consideration of coronary artery disease in the context of multiple medical diseases. Moreover, age alone is a significant predictor of adverse procedural events with a higher risk of mortality (9) . In addition, there is data suggesting that octogenarians can benefit from a coronary intervention (6, 7, 10) . A number of randomized controlled trials have been conducted that demonstrated a survival benefit for surgical revascularization versus optimal medical management in elderly patients with advanced coronary artery disease (6, 11) . Despite that, the risks to octogenarians undergoing PCI and CABG are significantly higher than to younger patients and that risk is strongly influenced by comorbidities (12, 13) . Comparison of revascularization versus no revascularization shows that the difference in the outcomes of these two revascularization strategies is quite modest (6) .
The results of this single-centre study demonstrate that there is no significant difference in hospital mortality and average 3-year survival between patients who underwent PCI or CABG. Patients were more likely to be selected for CABG if they were male, had heart failure, and significant left main coronary artery stenosis.
Several studies demonstrated similar results. Rodés-Cabau et al. reported a non-significant difference in outcomes between CABG and PCI in octogenarians after a mean follow-up of two years (14) . Palmerini et al. reported similar results in patients of a younger age group (>75 years) (15, 16) . Some systematic reviews showed that clinical outcomes were similar for patients undergoing PCI and CABG despite a higher pre-procedural risk among patients undergoing CABG (7). Results of our study confirm these observations: patients were more likely to be selected for CABG if they had heart failure and LMCA stenosis (6, 17) . Moreover, there was no difference between the groups comparing the in-hospital mortality rate (17) .
Our study evaluated the hospital mortality rate and a mean 3-year survival rate, which was not statistically significantly different between PCI and CABG groups. Some other studies noted that short-term mortality was significantly higher using CABG but has decreased significantly between the periods of 1990-1996 and 2003-2010 (18, 19 (20) . Alam et al. showed that compared PCI with CABG, 10-year survival was similar for both procedures. Percutaneous coronary intervention in octogenarians seems to be associated with good early and intermediate results, and the long-term results after CABG can be even better (10) . CABG was associated with worse survival than PCI during the first six months; survival from six months to eight years was significantly better with CABG for the group as a whole and for patients with two-vessel disease, and there was a non-significant trend for those with three-vessel disease (17) . One nonrandomized study showed that there were no significant differences in cardiac death or myocardial infarction between CABG and PCI for the treatment of left main coronary artery disease in octogenarians after a mean follow-up of two years (14) . Some studies show that CABG was associated with significantly higher survival and freedom from composite outcome (death, revascularization, stroke and acute myocardial infarction) at three years (8) .
It is important to note that physicians should consider not only the clinical features of coronary artery disease, but also the elderly patients' functional status when choosing a revascularization strategy (19) . Some studies show that patients who underwent PCI experienced significantly higher heart-related quality of life in six months after revascularization. Nevertheless, after 24-month follow-up no difference was observed between PCI and CABG groups (21) . Also, some researches shows that the short-time mortality rate and hospital stay of octogenarians who received PCI was lower, but overall survival was longer for CABG patients (19) . These findings suggest that physicians who choose a revascularization procedure should consider unique aspects of elderly patients' short-and long-term health status.
Death is not the only outcome of relevance in this age group of patients. Quality of life is another important consideration and further work is required in this area (6) .
Our study had some limitations. Firstly, PCI and CABG groups were not equal. Three hundred sixty-nine patients were included in the PCI group, whereas only 42 patients were in the CABG group. Secondly, we did not exclude the patients who had cardiogenic shock and this could have led to inaccuracy since a higher proportion of patients had cardiogenic shock in the PCI group. Furthermore, we found a significant difference in age and left main coronary artery disease between PCI and CABG patients. PCI patients were younger and less frequently had a significant left main coronary artery stenosis. Secondly, our research did not identify mortality causes. We estimated all-cause mortality and did not distinguish cardiac mortality separately. Moreover, we did not analyse hospitalizations and repeated procedures, because we analysed the data only from one centre and some patients could have been treated in other hospitals.
CONCLUSIONS
In elderly patients, there was no significant difference in hospital mortality and survival rates between patients who undergo PCI or CABG. This study reported that heart failure on admission, atrial fibrillation, and cardiogenic shock, along with left main coronary artery stenosis, were significantly associated with 3-year all-cause mortality in octogenarians. While this study had limitations due to retrospective design, awareness of these risk factors could be used to identify patients at a higher risk for worse outcomes and therefore improve patient management to reduce this risk.
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